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E. Many of the tools and programs suggested by the commenter have been
and continue to be considered, developed, and implemented through
regional and combined state/federal program efforts, such as the
Sacramento Area Water Forum and CALFED.  As participants in these
larger programs, PCWA and Reclamation fully support the development
and implementation of efforts to improve the balance between water
supply and environmental resource water needs. 

F. Additional detailed comments are addressed below, including specific
references to Chapter 3.0 of the Final EIS/EIR, which provide additional
clarification and information.  Please refer to Responses L-121.G through
L-121.P. 
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G. The Draft EIS/EIR provides a summary of PCWA’s estimated future water
supply needs (pages 1-5 through 1-7) as determined through long-term
planning projections supported by projections in the general and specific
plans of Placer County and the cities or communities within PCWA’s water
service area (see also Draft EIS/EIR pages 3-30 to 3-31).  Draft EIS/EIR
Table 3.4-2 provides a summary of incremental water supply demand
increases projected through 2020. 

 
Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.11, PCWA’s Water Conservation
Program. 

H. The Draft EIS/EIR indicates the requirement to complete future
environmental review and approval prior to expansion of the pump station
(Chapter 2.0, Description of Alternatives, page 2-27).  The lead agencies
would not legally be able to expand the American River Pump Station
without completing all appropriate environmental review and regulatory
permitting processes, including public notification and involvement
opportunities.  Additionally, PCWA would only consider expansion of the
pump station in the event the Sacramento River Diversion Project does not
materialize. 

I. The American River Basin Cumulative Report includes all reasonably
foreseeable projects or actions that would potentially contribute to
cumulative impacts, not just Reclamation’s actions.  Please refer to
Appendix E of the Cumulative Report. 
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J. Appendix A, Conservation Measures, of the American River Basin
Cumulative Report, provides a list of ongoing or planned environmental
resource protection or enhancement programs of local and regional
agencies within the American River Basin.  Specific on-going and future
programs involving PCWA or Reclamation also are listed in Section 5.0 of
the Mitigation Plan (Appendix D of the Final EIS/EIR).  Conservation
measures being implemented within the study area include many of those
listed by the commenter. 

K. An updated acronym and abbreviations list is provided at the front of the Final
EIS/EIR.  The cumulative impacts are identified in the Summary of Impacts
and Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures, as revised and
presented in Chapter 2.0 of the Final EIS/EIR.  Available information
regarding each of Reclamation's reasonably foreseeable American River
actions is provided in Chapter 2.0 of the American River Basin Cumulative
Report and in the technical modeling memorandum.  These modifications do
not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR, including the
Cumulative Report. 

L. The Draft EIS/EIR, page 2-296, recognizes that the Proposed Project
study area is within a non-attainment area for ozone and particulate matter
(PM10).  However, based on the implementation of recommended air
pollutant control measures identified in the Draft EIS/EIR, it has been
determined through consultation with the local air pollution control districts
that the Proposed Project would be in conformity with the implementation
plan and would not be expected to cause or contribute to any new
violations or increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of
any standards.  Information regarding the Proposed Project’s conformity
with the implementation plan, according to the General Conformity
Regulations, is provided in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15, Air Quality of the
Final EIS/EIR.  This change does not alter the conclusions presented in
the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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M. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluates the potential impacts associated with emission of ozone precursors
(ROG and NOx) and of PM10 according to the available emission estimate calculations and
requirements of the local air pollution control districts.  While it is recognized that EPA has
issued standards for small particulate matter (PM2.5), monitoring data for this pollutant was not
available for locations within the study area at the time of Draft EIS/EIR preparation.  It is
expected that PM2.5 will begin to be collected at Placer County air monitoring stations within the
next year (D. Vintze January 2002).  The mitigation measures included for PM10 were developed
in consultation with the local air pollution control districts and are considered appropriate and
adequate to mitigate the potential construction-related fugitive dust emissions of the project.
Information regarding the new ozone and PM2.5 standards, their health effects, and the status of
monitoring and evaluation of these pollutants in the project area is provided in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.15.12, Regional Setting, Air Pollutants of Concern.  This change does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

The Draft EIS/EIR identifies receptors that may be sensitive to air pollutant emissions generated
by the Proposed Project (page 3-296).  These receptors were identified in consultation with the
Placer and El Dorado County air pollution control districts and are the focus of the air quality
impact evaluation. 

Mitigation measures identified to minimize ozone and particulate matter generation have been
identified in consultation with the Placer County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD).  The El
Dorado County Air Pollution Control District also was consulted during preparation of the Draft
EIS/EIR evaluation and during completion of the Final EIS/EIR.  However, because no sensitive
receptors were identified within the accepted sensitive receptor distance (1,000 feet in El
Dorado County), the focus of the air quality analysis is on the Placer County side of the project
study area. 

The Draft EIS/EIR provides mitigation for potential air quality impacts to the maximum extent
possible, as determined through consultation with local air pollution control districts.  Mitigation
measures for the construction-related air quality emission impacts are presented in the Draft
EIS/EIR Summary of Environmental Protection and Mitigation Measures (Chapter 2.0, Section
2.3, pages 2-39 through 2-41) and in the Air Quality Analysis (Chapter 3.0, Section 3.15.2,
pages 3-298 through 3-307).  These measures include those mitigation approaches
recommended by the commenter.  Additionally, the lead agencies considered purchase of NOx
emission credits, but were advised during discussions with PCAPCD held during preparation of
the Draft EIS/EIR, that the purchase of NOx emission credits was not a feasible or appropriate
mitigation measure for this project.  Instead, PCAPCD recommended the measures included in
the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-300, 3-301), including an ongoing adaptive approach involving weekly
construction air pollutant emission monitoring and evaluation of conditions throughout the
construction period.  These measures are considered adequate and appropriate for the
mitigation of potential impacts and would be expected to fully mitigate NOx emissions below the
PCAPCD quarterly threshold.  However, because there remains some uncertainty that NOx
emissions would consistently remain below the quarterly threshold, the Draft EIS/EIR indicates a
conservative impact call regarding the potential for a short-term exceedance. 
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N. Information regarding climate change is provided in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.18, Other Impact Considerations, which has been revised to
include Section 3.18.6, Climate Change.  This change does not alter
the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

O. Reclamation presently monitors water deliveries and reports results
annually in the Water Use Report required under Section 3405(B) of the
CVPIA.  PCWA monitors and records water supply diversions and
deliveries associated with operation of the Middle Fork Project.  This
information is utilized by the individual agencies in their long-term water
supply planning efforts. 

P. The commenter requests a figure depicting the major features of the No
Action Alternative.  A figure showing the No Action/No Alternative has
been included in Chapter 2.0, Section 2.2.1, No Action/No Project
Alternative.  This additional information does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

Q. A description of the costs of major project elements has been developed in
response to this and other comments.  An estimated cost breakdown of
the Proposed Project has been included in Chapter 2.0, Section 2.2.2,
Proposed Project—Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative of the Final EIS/EIR.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the EIS/EIR. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 




